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REVIEWS. 


PROBLEMS OF HOMEOPATHY .* 


Dr. CooPER has issued a second edition of his important 
pamphlet, in which he elaborates his ideas on the essen- 
tial action of drugs given homeopathically, and illustrates 
the same with cases. The “ Problems ” which Dr. Cooper 
set himself to solve were : (1) the question of dose ; (2) 
the duration of action of the remedy ; and (3) the best 
mode of exhibiting the remedy. 

As Dr. Cooper has well pointed out on many occasions, 
the idea of “ dose ” in homeopathy and in allopathy is an 
entirely different thing. The allopathic idea refers to the 
quantity of the material substance, whilst in homeopathy 
dose refers to the impact on the organism of the drug in- 
fluence, no matter how much or how little of the material 
drug may be present. Dr. Cooper, maintains that, in many 
chronic cases at least, a single impact, left to work out its 
influence, will produce curative effects unobtainable in 
other ways. (2) As is borne out by his experience, an im- 
pact thus given will continue to exert its influence for 
weeks and sometimes months ;_ this effect being almost 
analogous to the growth of a seed sown in a congenial soil. 
(3) This leads to his third point—the best mode of adminis- 
tering the remedy, which he maintains is on the tongue ; 
as a seed must be sown in darkness, so must a germinal 
medicinal impact. 


*The Problems of Homeopathy Solved. An Essay on Arborivital Medicine. 
2nd ed. By R. T. Cooper, M.A.. M.D. London : John Bale, Sons & 
Danielsson, Ltd., Oxford House, Great Titchfleld Street. 1898. Price 6d. 
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We will let Dr. Cooper explain his position largely in 
his own words. He defines “ Arborivital medicine ” thus : 


“ By this term is meant a system or scheme for investigating medi 
cinal action, using drop doses only of the fresh juice of plants (omitting 
roots and seeds), each dose being allowed to expend its influence within 
the body until all evidence of such influence ceases. The sign ¢A after 
the name of a drug means one drop, preserved, of course, with spirit, 
placed by itself or on saccharum lactis, upon the tongue.” 


Here is the idea of the “ Vegetable-life Cure, ” worked 
out somewhat fully :— 


“Man’s life, then, being derived from vegetation, and vegetation being 
placed upon the earth, so to speak, to prevent the calamities that, with- 
out it, would occur, it is not unreasonable to suppose that there must 
be running through vegetation a force capable of neutralising diseases, 
just as we know that there is material for the supply of bodily wants. 
That force is, I assert, the growth force, or, if you like it better, the 
plant force, to be found in the vegetable kingdom. In other words, 
the life force of plants is capable of exerting a curative effect upon the 
diseases of animal life. Now in the vegetable kingdom we find life 
beginning with a seed. Were we to speak accurately, this seed is not 
the beginning of life, but we must let this pass. For the purpose of 
argument, all vegetable life begins with a seed. The same may be 
said of animal life. As far as we know, the same may be said of 
disease ; and it is not too far-fetched to make the assertion that the 
same may be said of the cure of disease. When, therefore, Hahnemann 
stated that the rule is that the carefully selected homeopathic remedy 
should be allowed to act until it had expended its action, he was simply 
stating in another way that the seed of cure should be allowed to grow 
up in the human system until it has neutralised the disease with which 
it was in relationship. 

“ Tf this be the case, then, it will follow that certain conditions must 
be observed ; for it is beyond dispute that seeds do not grow until their 
surroundings harmonise with growth requirements. 

“ Here, then, a flood of light is thrown upon the obscurities of homeo- 
pathy. First, the seed must be sown in darkness, darkness being 
required for germination ; in other words, the dose must be deposited 
in the mouth. Secondly, the seed must be sown by itself, and allowed 
to act, to grow under the stimulus of light, in its own way. Thirdly, 
there is no material in that seed, or, if you like, dose, discoverable by 
scientific means to explain why it should grow. Fourthly, that seed 
or that dose must be allowed to continue to exert its influence until 
its work is accomplished.” 


We will quote another passage in which brings out the 
difference between his own position and that of Hahnemann 
on the question of “ medicinal-force-administration,” if 
we may use a cumbrous paraphrase in order to exclude 
the confused ideas accruing to the old terminology. 


‘ 


“* The excrescences of sycosis,’ says Hahnemann, ‘ are cured in 
the most thorough and durable manner by the internal administration 
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of a few globules of the decillionth preparation of thuja, which ought 
to be allowed to act for the space of fifteen, twenty, thirty or forty 
days.’ 

“ My position differs from that of Hahnemann in the assertion that 
the pure juice taken from the living plant is sufficient for purposes of 
cure, and that the processes of succussion and dilution are not 
necessarily required, and in furnishing a reasonable and in every way 
a scientific explanation of the duration of the action of the force, 
represented by the dose, that is thrown into the system. My 
explanation, therefore, conforms to the phenomena of nature, and 
is the only one that explains what hitherto have been obscure 
problems in homeopathy.” 


We must refer our readers to Dr. Cooper’s pamphlet 
for the cases he gives in illustration. But we may add 
that we have had practical and occular evidence that 
Dr. Cooper has grasped a great practical truth, having 
examined patients who have been cured by his method 
of diseases of the most desperate nature. | Whether 
he is correct or not in saying that his experience 
solves the problems of homeopathy is another matter. 
It, no doubt, does solve those problems of homeo- 
pathy which have presented themselves to his own 
mind, but it leaves many questions untouched. The 
first point that strikes us is that Hahnemann himself 
practised at one time in a way almost identical with this, 
giving drop or fractional drop doses of the expressed juice 
of plants mixed with alcohol ; but prescribing with the 
extreme accuracy that he did, he observed such trouble- 
some aggravation to follow that he had recourse to his 
well-known method of attenuation. We believe that Dr. 
Cooper’s prescriptions are on broader and more general 
grounds, but evidences of aggravations are common. The 
question to be settled is this : Will a single impact of 
an A@ tincture develop the growth-like curative action 
more effectually than could be obtained from a single 
impact of the 3rd or 30th preparation of the same ? 

Again, Dr. Cooper truly says man’s life is derived from 
vegetation. But it is also derived at one remove from the 
inorganic world, hence if tree life has for him curative 
virtues so must and does the inorganic world. This Dr. 
Cooper would be the last to contest. But it remains for 
him to show what difference there is, if any, between the 
curative action of a single impact of a metallic medicine 
and the curative action of one of his arborivital doses. If 
this cannot be demonstrated the arborivital theory is 
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not a perfect solution of the problems of homeopathy. 
Further, many cures are wrought, both in acute and 
chronic illnesses with repeated impacts of the medicinal 
force : How are they to be explained ? 

In a prefatory note Dr. Cooper makes the following 
remarks :— 


“The opposition of the medical press to secrecy in medicine is in 
every way praiseworthy, and is most certainly conducive to the well- 
being of the public and to the progress of science. 

“ Of this there can hardly be a question—at least in regard to agents 
that are directly remedial in disease. But while the editors of medical 
journals vehemently denounce delinquents on this score, it is not a 
little diverting to find that they themselves are the greatest inciters 
to secrecy, for they invariably refuse admission to reports of any 
treatment that does not entirely harmonise with their own ideas. 
They thus compel practitioners, who have not the means to publish 
independently, to keep remedies undivulged. 

“There is no professional journal in this kingdom—I make the 
statement deliberately—that will admit to its columns articles con- 
taining cases treated as simply as were those in this little brochure. 
In consequence of this, and especially of the opposition shown me by 
the editors of the Monthly Homeopathic Review, I was obliged in self 
defence to publish this work, and to circulate the first edition at my 
own expense among colleagues with whom I had worked amicably for 
thirty years.” 


Dr. Cooper looks upon THE HOMEOPATHIC WORLD as 
only semi-professional, and as our readers well know we 
have given a warm welcome to his important researches 
in therapeutics. We think it a pity that original work 
should not be encouraged, and the fact that it may not 
appear to square exactly with generally accepted notions 
should be no bar to its reception by the journals and the 
members of a liberal branch of a liberal profession. 


